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DETAILED ACTION 
REOPENED PROSECUTION 

In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 8/15/06, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 
followed by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41.37. The previously paid notice of appeal 
fee and appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees 
set forth in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then 
appellant must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount 
previously paid. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 18 objected to because of the following informalities: unclear claim 
language. Claim 18 states "tracking relationships resulting from referral (sellers)." 
Examiner is unclear whether the "sellers" in parentheses is indicating a synonym for 
"referral" or whether such parenthetical inclusion should be interpreted as an "and" or 
"or." Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 - 19, 25 - 29, 31 - 35, 37, 40 - 43, 46 and 48 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over LeBrun (US Patent 5,191 ,525) in view of 
Barnes (US Patent 5,970,475). 

Regarding Claim 1, LeBrun discloses a method of providing an integrated 
financial and transaction management services system over a network, the method 
comprising: 

■ aggregating commercial transaction information (images, statistics and 
business data) including images to a central server computer (storage 
management subsystem/storage subsystem) configured to be accessed 
by a remote device (interface work stations/host computers), the 
commercial transaction information (business data) being associated with 
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a commercial transaction (business transactions), (see abstract; col. 5, 
lines 18-22; col. 7, lines 15-18; figure 1, identifier 14); 

■ communicating (sending) the commercial transaction information 
(business records) between the central server computer (database) and 
the remote device (host computer system), (col. 22, lines 8-13); and 

■ displaying commercial transaction information (business data) on a user 
interface at the remote device (interface work stations/host computers), for 
an end-user to access (extract data from the database), manage 
(data/document manipulation), modify (data/document manipulation), 
maintain (store data), and conclude their commercial transactions 
(automatically process the transaction based upon data), (see col. 5, lines 
18-22; col. 15, line 14 - col. 16, line 2; col. 22. lines 7 - 16). 

LeBrun does not explicitly teach a method in which a seller and a buyer have 
access to such a system. However, Examiner asserts that LeBrun's discussion of 
accessing information via a workstation by "human operators" (see abstract) reads on 
both buyers and sellers. 

In the alternative, Barnes discloses an integrated financial and transaction 
management services system over a network, the method comprising: 

■ displaying commercial transaction information (procurement of 
goods/services) on a user interface (User Interface) at a remote device 
(User Workstation) for a buyer (customer) and a seller (supplier) to access 
(send/receive), manage (manage), modify (record), maintain (archive). 
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and conclude (process) their transactions, (see abstract; col. 3, lines 5 - 
26; col. 11, lines 10-12; col. 12. lines 20 -30; col. 25, lines 41 -54) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified LeBrun by incorporating the ability of buyers and 
sellers, the two key parties to a commercial transaction, to access and interact with 
information concerning a possible transaction, as disclosed by Barnes, allowing parties 
to better analyze, monitor and control information pertinent to possible commercial 
transactions. 

Regarding Claims 2 - 9, LeBrun discloses a method further comprising: 

■ providing access to ancillary commercial transaction information (white 
mail) to facilitate management, modification, maintenance, and conclusion 
of commercial transactions, (see col. 9, lines 53 - 57); 

■ communicating the ancillary commercial transaction information (captured 
white mail) to the remote device (interface work stations/host computers); 

■ displaying ancillary commercial transaction information (information in 
support of customer inquiries) on a user interface (graphical display) at the 
remote device (interface work stations/host computers), (see col. 22, lines 
40-49); 

■ providing the remote device (interface work stations/host computers) with 
access to the ancillary commercial transaction information on an external 
server computer (interface work stations/host computers); 
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■ receiving paper-based comnnercial transaction information (forms and 
supporting pages), converting the paper-based commercial transaction 
information into an electronic format (digital data) and storing the received 
commercial transaction information in the central server computer (storage 
management subsystem/storage subsystem), (see abstract; fig. 1); 

■ wherein the commercial transaction information comprises an invoice 
(billing statement), (see col. 14, lines 23 - 36); 

■ wherein the ancillary commercial transaction information (white mail) 
comprises other information necessary to manage, maintain, and 
conclude commercial transactions (such as address changes, complaints, 
instructions, etc.). (see col. 9, lines 53 - 57): and 

■ wherein the step of aggregating commercial transaction information 
comprises linking commercial transaction information (referencing 
documents) to the associated commercial transaction (by a transaction 
identifier) to the account to the accounts of a buyer or seller (individual or 
account) that are parties to the commercial transaction, (see col. 9, lines 
59-62; 14, lines 23 - 37). 

LeBrun does not teach the receipt of electronic commercial transaction 
information. 

Barnes discloses a method further comprising: 

■ the receipt of electronic commercial transaction information (purchase 
order and sales invoice), (see fig. 5); 
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It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified LeBrun and Barnes by incorporating the ability to receive 
electronic commercial transaction information, as disclosed by Barnes, in addition to 
paper-based commercial transaction information, as disclosed by LeBrun, for those 
parties that desired to reap the speed and efficiency of electronic communication of 
commercial information over the slower, yet traditional, paper-based communication 
methods. 

Regarding Claims 10-13, Claims 10-13 recite similar limitations and/or would 
have been obvious based upon Claims 1 - 9 rejected above, and are therefore rejected 
using the same art and rationale as applied in the rejection of Claims 1 - 9. 

Regarding Claims 14-15, LeBrun does not teach facilitating the commercial 
transactions with an accounting system located at the remote device; nor performing 
operations involving a marketplace of any one of a Buyer, a Seller, a financial institution, 
and a company. 

Barnes discloses a method further comprising: 

■ facilitating the commercial transactions with an accounting system 
(accounting module) located at the remote device, (see fig. 21 - 22; col. 5, 
lines 48 - 56); and 

■ performing operations (purchases) involving a marketplace of any one of a 
buyer, a seller (suppliers), a financial institution, and a company 
(suppliers), (see fig. 4); 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified LeBrun and Barnes by incorporating an 
accounting system and involving multiple parties in operations, including a financial 
institution, as disclosed by Barnes, allowing for completion of the transaction within the 
networked environment, as LeBrun already states "it may be most effective to pay a 
simple [submitted transaction] if it is within a model of an acceptable claim, rather than 
take the time for a human professional to spend time judging the merits of the claim." 
(see col. 22, lines 14-20). 

Regarding Claims 16-18, LeBrun discloses a method further comprising: 

■ performing end-user operations comprising any one of commercial 
transaction management (handling large volumes of form based business 
transactions), (see abstract); and 

■ performing end-user operations comprising providing information to modify 
(correcting/changing) content in the integrated financial and transaction 
management services system, (see col. 21, lines 37 ^1). 

LeBrun does not explicitly teach a method in which a seller, a buyer or a 
financial institution perform such functions. However, Examiner asserts that LeBrun*s 
discussion of accessing information via a workstation by "human operators" (see 
abstract) reads on buyers, sellers and financial institutions. 

In the alternative, Barnes discloses a method further comprising: 

■ performing buyer operations comprising any one of vendor management 
(establishing preferred suppliers), (see fig. 14 & 16; col. 24, lines 51 - 52); 
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■ performing seller operations comprising any one buyer management 
(identify specific customers for reduced prices), (see col. 25, lines 19 - 
23); and 

■ at least one operation performed by the financial institution comprising 
retrieving data (bank account data) on buyers transacting business with 
sellers (such as for settlement processing). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified LeBrun and Barnes by incorporating buyer, seller 
and financial institution operations, as disclosed by Barnes, for the very benefits 
enumerated by Barnes (see col. 24, line 13 - col. 25, line 25). 

Regarding Claims 19 and 25-26, Claims 19 and 25 - 26 recite similar 
limitations as claimed in previously rejected claims, would have been obvious based 
upon previously rejected claims, or such claim limitations are othen/vise disclosed by the 
prior art applied in previously rejected claims. Such claim limitations are therefore 
rejected using the same art and rationale as previously utilized. 

Regarding Claim 27, neither LeBrun nor Barnes disclose paper-based 
payments, although LeBrun discusses handling of paper-based business transactions 
and Barnes discusses the benefits of moving away from a paper based system by 
disclosing electronic payments. However, Examiner takes Official Notice that paper- 
based payments, such as by check or paper money, is old and well known in the art of 
business transactions and commerce. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified LeBrun and Barnes 
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by incorporating the ability to process paper-based payments, as is old and well known 
in the art, for while such a payment method may lack the speed and efficiency of 
electronic payments, its incorporation would allow for the inclusion of business 
transactions among those parties that prefer to utilize traditional paper-based payment 
methods. t 

Regarding Claims 28 - 29, 31 - 35, 37, 40 - 43, 46 and 48, Claims 28 - 29. 31 - 
35, 37, 40 - 43, 46 and 48 recite similar limitations as claimed in previously rejected 
claims, would have been obvious based upon previously rejected claims, or such claim 
limitations are otherwise disclosed by the prior art applied in previously rejected claims. 
Such claim limitations are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as 
previously utilized. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to pending claims have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason M. Borlinghaus whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6924. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




